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This application should be refused for the reasons 
mentioned below. If the applicant has any argument against 
the reasons, such argument should be submitted within 60 days 
from the date on which this notification was dispatched. 

Reasons 

A. The inventions in the claims listed below of this 
application should not be granted a patent under the provision 
of Patent Law Section 29(2) since they could have easily been 
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made by persons who have common knowledge in the technical field 
to which the inventions pertain, on the basis of inventions 
described in the publications listed below which were 
distributed, or inventions made available to the public 
through an electric communication line, in Japan or foreign 
countries prior to the filing of the subject application. 

Note (The list of cited documents etc. is shown below) 

Claims 4 through 7 Reason A. Cited documents 1 through 3 

About Claims 4 through 7 

The cited document 1 describes an optical compensation 
sheet provided with an optically anisotropic layer and a 
transparent support, and a technique of forming the optically 
anisotropic layer by coating a composition containing liquid 
crystalline molecules and a fluorine compound such as a 
fluorine-containing surface active agent. 

The claim 4 specifies a point of being manufactured by 
any method of the claims 1 through 3, in the invention of a 
product called an optical compensation sheet. 

However, it is unclear how a process-like invention 
specifying matter, which is stated above as being manufactured, 
is reflected on a structure, a shape etc. of an invention of 
a product called a final product, and in addition, it is not 
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possible to distinguish^ assort whether it is manufactured by 
a manufacturing method characterized by the above-mentioned 
specifying matter, judging from a product, and therefore, it 
is not possible to distinguish an optical compensation sheet 
of the invention in the claim 4, from an optical compensation 
sheet having liquid crystalline molecules and a fluorine 
compound such as a fluorine-containing surface active agent, 
which is described in e.g., the cited document 1, as a product . 

Then, the claim 4 specifies a point that standard 
deviation of in-plane retardation (Re) is 2.5 to 5.2. 

However, it is generally desired to reduce fluctuation 
in the in-plane retardation of an optical compensation sheet 
etc. as far as possible, and a technique itself of reducing 
fluctuation in the in-plane retardation as far as possible is 
a widely known/commonly used technique without a necessity of 
illustration by an example in particular, and in addition, it 
is desired to reduce fluctuation in in-plane retardation of 
the optically anisotropic layer as far as possible, reduce 
standard deviation of the in-plane retardation, in an optical 
compensation sheet including an optically anisotropic layer 
formed by a coating solution containing liquid crystalline 
molecules, and a technique itself of reducing fluctuation in 
in-plane retardation of the optically anisotropic layer as far 
as possible, reducing standard deviation of the in-plane 
retardation is a technique that has been known in prior art. 
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as described in e.g.^ the cited document 2 (see, e.g., 
description ^'Furthermore, an optical compensation sheet of the 
present invention . . . fluctuation in its in-plane retardation 
is 2% or less by standard deviation.'' etc. in paragraph [0012] 
of the cited document 2), and therefore, a point of limiting 
""standard deviation of in-plane retardation (Re) is 2.5 to 5.2" 
in the claim 4 is merely a matter that a person skilled in the 
art simply limited a level of a desired or permissible value 
of in-plane retardation, and it is merely a matter that a person 
skilled in the art can arbitrarily work out. 

Meanwhile, as for what-like thing is used as a more 
specific surface active agent, it is merely a matter that a 
person skilled in the art selects arbitrarily out of surface 
active agents that have been known in prior art. 

In addition, as an example of a surface active agent a 
fluorine-containing copolymer, please also refer to 
descriptions of the cited document 3. 

C. This application, as to descriptions of the claims, does 
not comply with the requirement under the provision of Patent 
Law Section 36(6) (ii) on the point mentioned below. 

In addition, this application, as to descriptions in the 
detailed description of the invention, does not comply with 
the requirement under the provision of Patent Law Section 
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36(4) (i) on the point mentioned below. 



Note 

C-1. The claim 4 is an invention of a product called an optical 
compensation sheet, is a claim citing the claims 1 through 3, 
and is specifying a point of being manufactured by any method 
of the claims 1 through 3. 

Then, the claim 1 is specifying a point of including ^^a 
step of simultaneously coating at least two coating solutions'', 
and is further specifying, as the above-mentioned step, '^at 
least one of the coating solutions simultaneously coated in 
said step contains liquid crystalline molecules, and another 
coating solution of the coating solutions contains a surface 
active agent, and 

the coating solution containing liquid crystalline 
molecules forms an optically anisotropic layer, and the 
coating solution containing a surface active agent forms a 
surface active agent containing layer, and the surface active 
agent containing layer is coated so as to become an upper layer 
than the optically anisotropic layer''. 

The above-mentioned each specifying matter itself 
described in the claim 1 is a matter for characterizing a 
condition on manufacturing in a manufacturing method, and is 
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not a matter for representing a characteristic of an invention 
of a product as a final product, which is a subject matter of 
the invention in the claim 4, and is not a matter that is 
reflected on a structure, a shape etc. in an invention of a 
product, and in addition, it is not possible to distinguish, 
assort whether it is manufactured by a manufacturing method 
characterized by the above-mentioned specifying matter, 
judging from a product, and therefore, it is not appropriate 
as an invention specifying matter of a product invention, and 
a product invention specified by the above-mentioned invention 
specifying matter is indefinite. 

In addition, even if we see descriptions in the detailed 
description of the invention, it is not possible to understand 
a technical meaning of the invention, as a product specified 
by the above-mentioned each specifying matter. 

In addition, also about claims citing the claim 4 etc., 
a specifying mater for eliminating the problem that was pointed 
out above does not exist, and the same problem exists. 

Thus, the inventions in the claims 4 through 7 are not 
definite . 

Thus, the detailed description of the invention in this 
application is not described as provided for in an ordinance 
of the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, about the 
inventions in the claims 4 through 7. 
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Reason that this is final notification of reasons for refusal 

This notification is one that notifies only the reasons 
for refusal that are necessitated by amendments made in 
response to a previous non-final notification of reasons for 
refusal . 

<Claims in which no reason for refusal is found> 

For the inventions in the claims (1 through 3) , no reason 
for refusal is found at present. If any reason for refusal 
is found later, it will be notified. 

<Suggestion of amendment eto 

It appears at the current moment that the reasons for 
refusal will be eliminated if the claims 4 through 7 are deleted, 
and the application is patentable. 

Meanwhile, the above-mentioned suggestion of amendment 
etc. has no legal effect and shows only one example to resolve 
the reasons for refusal. It is the applicant for the present 
application who should decide how to amend the specification 
etc. 
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The list of cited documents etc. 

1. JP-A-2001-330725 

2. JP-A-2000-9936 

3. JP-A-2002-311577 

If the applicant has an inquiry regarding content of this 
notification of reasons for refusal, please make contact with 
the following person. 

First Patent Examination Department, 

Applied Optics Division (Optical Apparatus Sub-Division) 

MORIUCHI 

TEL. 03(3581)1101 Extensions 3369 - 3271 
FAX. 03(3501)0478 
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